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These two higher stages of cognition together constitute Intellect, as distinguished from Imagination^ to which the first belongs, and to which the fatal disqualification attaches, of having no means of discriminating truth from error. Its mutilated representations, its fictions of abstraction, its combinations thrown together by the accidents of experience, expose us to uncertainty and error; and all the variances of thought among men will be found referable to this head. Agreement begins as soon as you can bring them upon the intellectual ground. And if the question be asked. How then is truth separated from error ? Spinoza replies that in the ideas of the understanding there is a power of Self-verification^ which resolves itself in the last resort into their simple clearness and distinctness in themselves, and their adequacy for the deductive use which is assigned to them1. The truth of an idea, i. e. its agreement with its ideatum, may always be known by the special feeling of certainty which attends upon clear and distinct thought, and puts it out of your power to doubt it. Beyond this subjective criterion Spinoza could never be pressed, often as his friends tried to draw from him some common measure that would escape the risks of private interpretation. He thought it sufficient to say, in defence of his position, that a true idea was itself the only possible detector of the false, just as light revealed at once both itself and the darkness which it banished2.
1  See Epp. LIX. LX.
2  Eth. II. xliii. Schol.   The passage is so characteristic that I cite it: 1 No one who has a true idea is unaware that a true idea involves the highest certainty.   For to have a true idea simply means to know a thing perfectly or in the best way; and of this, it must be admitted, no one can be in doubt, unless he takes an idea to be some dumb object like a picture, instead of a mode of thinking, viz. the very act of understanding.   And who, I wonder, can know that he understands a thing, without first understanding it ?  i. e. who can know that he is certain of it, unless he is first certain of it ?   Besides, what can there be clearer or mare certain than a true idea, to serve as a criterion of truth ?   As light reveals both itself and darkness, so, you must admit, truth is the rule of itself and of the false.   This is my answer to the following questions : (i) " If a true idea is distinguished "from a false only so far as its alleged agreement with the ideatum is concerned, it has no advantage of reality